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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 24, 2011 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 

 S096809   PEOPLE v. POYNTON  

   (RICHARD JAMES) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Carla J. Johnson’s representation that she 

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by February 10, 2012, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 19, 2011.  After that date, only 

one further extension totaling about 53 additional days is contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S112691   PEOPLE v. WESTERFIELD  

   (DAVID ALAN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Mark D. Greenberg’s representation that he 

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by December 27, 2011, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 27, 2011.  After that date, no 

further extension is contemplated. 

 

 

 S118384   PEOPLE v. MELENDEZ  

   (ANGELO MICHAEL) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to December 20, 2011. 

 

 

 S130495   MASTERS (JARVIS J.) ON  

   H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, counsel's request for an extension of time in which to file the exceptions to 

the referee’s report and brief on the merits is granted to December 12, 2011.  After that date, no 

further extension is contemplated. 
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 S130495   MASTERS (JARVIS J.) ON  

   H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Joseph Baxter’s representation that he anticipates 

filing the exceptions to the referee’s report and brief on the merits by January 12, 2012, counsel’s 

request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to December 12, 2011.  

After that date, only one further extension totaling about 30 additional days is contemplated. 

 

 

 S137290   PEOPLE v. GOVIN (PRAVIN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Conrad Petermann’s representation that he 

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by January 6, 2012, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to January 6, 2012.  After that date, no 

further extension is contemplated. 

 

 

 S150524   PEOPLE v. ARGUETA  

   (CARLOS MARVIN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to December 23, 2011. 

 

 

 S155510   PRINCE, JR., (CLEOPHUS)  

    ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Quisteen S. Shum’s 

representation that she anticipates filing the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas 

corpus by May 31, 2012, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document 

is granted to December 27, 2011.  After that date, only three further extensions totaling about 150 

additional days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S192644 A124392 First Appellate District, Div. 4 PEOPLE v. BELTRAN (TARE  

   NICHOLAS) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

the answer brief is extended to November 21, 2011. 
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 S194093   HOELSCHER (LOREN  

   JAMES) ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

the informal response is extended to November 28, 2011. 

 

 

 S194705   HORNING (DANNY RAY) ON  

   H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Robert Gezi’s representation 

that he anticipates filing the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by July 17, 

2012, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to 

December 16, 2011.  After that date, only four further extensions totaling about 210 additional 

days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S194987   GJERDE ON DISCIPLINE 

 Extension of time granted – SEAN PATRICK GJERDE 

 On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

the reply to state bar response is extended to October 31, 2011. 

 

 

 S195600 B222615 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 PEOPLE v. CARBAJAL  

   (VALENTIN) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, Nancy King is hereby appointed to 

represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court. 

 Appellant’s brief on the merits must be served and filed on or before thirty (30) days from the date 

respondent’s opening brief on the merits is filed. 

 

 

 S166350 D049331 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 BRINKER RESTAURANT  

   CORPORATION v. S.C.  

   (HOHNBAUM) 

 Order filed 

 The application of real parties in interest requesting permission to file supplemental brief in 

response to petitioners’ supplemental brief is hereby granted. 
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 S177401 B208225 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 O’NEIL (BARBARA J.) v.  

   CRANE COMPANY 

 Order filed 

 The request of counsel for respondents in the above-referenced cause to allow two counsel to 

argue on behalf of respondents at oral argument is hereby granted. 

 The request of respondents to allocate to Crane Company 15 minutes and Warren Pumps, LLC 15 

minutes of respondents’ 30-minute allotted time for oral argument is granted. 

 

 

 S197241   SOTO (WILLIAM) v. S.C.  

   (PEOPLE) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Third Appellate District 

 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Third Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the Court of 

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 

petition must be denied. 

 

 



 

 

 

  

 


